COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

N Postcards from Daniel Bruck, Theresa M. Harrigan,
Official Public Comment l 84 O S and M. M. “Skip” Bowen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Menbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . s P
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that 1840-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weee limited by . e .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1841-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of ary water 1842-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated storation of the £Casystem,

to the CVP. Therefue, Ihe/zyh?ed Allemnative does not go far enough to

Thank You,
Name:
Address: — . DAMELBRUCK
City/State/Zip: 5152 SEPULVEDA BLVD, SUITE 204
T SHEAMANTARS, oK 91at

e

Official Public Comment ‘ g q l
Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

1 support ‘a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b\
an assumption about the amount of walter that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nar go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared rzﬁgn}tp‘n of the ecosystem,

Thank You, \_FHAZtA J A L e

Name: Therss M. Hoer'gen {:

Address: 47 @’;i -

City/Sate/Zip. S~ o F4rd s

Official Public Camment I g q Z
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversicn of no tore that 30 percent of the natutal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repot, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achi¢ve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem.

Thank You, ¢ 9

Natre: 4% A4 Sk‘q\a BOWE‘-T\
Address: =N ‘5+faf'¥ord Rc}ﬂ.d
City/StateiZip: Kensington, CA

Ci‘f?ov‘iza'qﬁ

é/\l a8 :l
- D3-761
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oficial Public Comment l 843 Postcards from Steve Johnston, Linda Conklin, and Lance Lindsey

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . o
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . onses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar 1843-1 Please see thematic resp

toduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
gn assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. 1844-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1845-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: SRV e aay
Address: Po. By 2129

City/State/Zip: Wi DA, cxd  THYES

Offcial Public Commient ' 8 q
' Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: I

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flowr
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
n assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Aliernative doss nor 2o far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIEIL.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: ) . . B
Address: G T N e _3:5(
Clry/Siate/Zip: p L g T

Officiat Public Comment l gqs

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Triniry River Basin, While I suppott the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoft; the recommendations were Limited by
ar assumpiion about the amount of vgater that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife piority over the diversion of any water
ie the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: }M L/ "-1‘_)5/}"/
2l FE Don )R

Address: Gt S 77

City/State/ Zip: Es )& Lina 3 s & Ds1 5‘ 7%@:{»

V ~ \:)’l D3-762
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment l 8 l-‘ lp Postcards from Wm. Joubert, John and Renetta Lindsey,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Adam H. Althoff

I suppart a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the namral water Now

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that .
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were Himited by 1846-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisherles.”
a1 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

. . ‘s S
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1847-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CYP. Therzfore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far encugh 1o . o
achizve 2 degally mandated restorarion of the scosysiem. 1848-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You, .

Name: il meéer?’ :
Address: YEr5T FEIEA dfg@@é #'?’//\
City/State/Zip: _rl f: & . ?f(ffj"'

Official Pablic Comment l 8 q 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturs] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble for the Sver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does pot go far engugh to

achieve a legally man toration o oSy step. .
Thank You, . S .
Name: [~

Address: John and Renetta Lindsey
City/State/Zi 47148 Male Terrace
Fremont, CA 94539

Officiat Public Comment | g q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the emount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated rcs,tg_mioll of the scosystem,

Thank You, mff/’ﬁ
Mame: el /4 AM_‘M

Address: 1826 At vgurd Koo f
City/StateiZip: _ ony frmy bn /(,27 Ce Prrere

V ~ \:)’l D3-763
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

8‘4 Postcards from Robert Dering, Paul Lelis,
l q and Totton P. Heffelfinger

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1849-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1850-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifé priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefefed Alternative does not go far encugh to 1851-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restordfion of the ecosystem,

Thank You, J o o
Narre; %ﬁ;:{ft De 7 ”/&J//F'
H (alvleis crifg

Address: TS prcadmon T Ave
City/State/Zipr _BERRELEY 4 FL7OF- /377

. . Official Public Comment | 8 5 O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sclence and study that

- produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altsrmative doss not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandatad restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Nane: PAve.  LEL/S
Address: I76/% TREpx a0 PR,

City/SaatedZip: LA Ry LB AL EY, LA YL

Official Public Comment 8 5 ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent af the natural water How
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scishee and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limfted by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: T i
Address: i angE:

A7 Fifty Avague
City/State/Zip: San Francises, €A 84118 )
Vol ¥ ﬂj\k& p—

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-764
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AL IMPACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENT,

Postcards from John David and John Archibald

1852-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1853-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Cfficial Public Comrment I 9 6 Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

] 1 support a diversion of no rmore that 30 percent of the natural water flow

’ from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sctence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

i Thank You,

Name: -n_gb‘n &gwg
' Address: fAcera_ 4=

A el Aladace Z 4 augae

tXfficial Public Commont ' g 6 3 N

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the racommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additjonal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priodty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

i Thank You, i B
Name: ::)-C: L'J i ﬂ ¥ ff'{ ,'.6‘3 /5/
Address: |} 32 [—/ﬂ?/c?éﬂ’/
City/State/Zip: 5 anire Locst L CH

Gag4c/s

< v Y

~O D3-765
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PACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IM

EHfficial Prublic Comimens
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {Tow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

B LI R

Legistation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wi Idlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enaugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosystem.

1 Thank You,
‘ Name: A fice Borers fuufa—
Address: Bl Soeu B s L

City/State/zip: ¢ - viirne (A FToRe

@ Official Public Comtment l gss
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent af the natural warer flow
i from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
b produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
; clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
; to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 20 far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narng; E/ A j; 2 oLh W
Address: ik Ep P R R

CiyiSteiZip: (CoR oAb e € M
G AT e 5T

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

1854-1
1855-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Alice Byers Laufer and Cliff Jordan

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

L
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment ‘85 [p Postcards from Helen N. Shapiro, John S. Hewitson,
Dear E1$/EIR Team Members: and John S_ Hewitson

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that . . s o
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1856-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be availaple i?or lhc river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1857-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ S A TR

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to . . - . L
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 1858-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, .
Name: M—‘—' 77 /vsé—/\-‘-ﬁ/&u

Address: Yreg &Mﬁ' fmﬁd&-&
City/State/Zip: :‘gm_— /‘-Q(,_g_?,j Ert Gasol

Official Prblic Comment 'g S 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evajuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far snough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosysem,

Thank You, / Z;

Name:
Lo 2T San Abetl .

Address:
CitylStatelZip: _Eprsppedas (4. 92oxy

Qfficial Public Comment \ 8 58

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow

H from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that

: produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
! an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
j Legislation creating the Trinity’River Dhvision, and additional legistatign

; cearly gives Trinity fish and.@fidlife priority over the diversion af any water
i to the CVP. Therefore, the ?’referre_d Alternative does not go far enough o

i achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
! ;
i

i

i

=

Thank You,
Name:

For . d
Address: ﬁ_

CityiState/Zip:  (pedme iy (A F2oxy

é/\l N :l
R D3-767
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Ofcial Pusic Commers | gsq Postcards from Wilhelm Seitel, Judith Guerriero, and Karen M. Cashen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

an assumplion about the amount of water that could b available for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 1861-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough Lo

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

£ 1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1859-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
H from the Irinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

: produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b . . . :

i : 1860-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, .

R -~ 3
MName: T8 &f;{?{’!fi’] _gtj : ,."rfﬁ
Address: Y fa

/
CityiStateZip: 3 (i1 F o,

Gfficial Public Camment l 8 b O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity Eiver Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, . o .
/‘I A _r ce .l 0
Name: T T IRN T
N N R B
Adidress: f AR (eegngs g~ -
- - .

a

P ", 0 P .
Clty/State/Zip: S ISHT 08 C!'i“i_' R
AR

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversien of no mare that 3 percent of the naural water How
from the Trnity River Basin, While I support the scignce and smdy that
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
aq assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legizslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversior of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOFYFIemL.

Thank You,

WName: m M Cdrfen
Address: Po5F Ak Blor_
City/Stawe/zip: S J/M’!ﬂw&d{, a2t

é/\l " ;l
e D3-768
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment l g tO 2 Postcards from No Signature, Jim Mann, and Roy F. Beaman

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

[ support a diversion of Ao mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1862-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

! from the Trimty River Basin. Whilc I support the science and stdy that
K produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1863-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the civer.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation . . s PR
c[e;rly gives Trinitgy fish and wildlife prierity aver the diversion of any water 1864-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoeation of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narne:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Camment ' 8 bs

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You,

Name: Ty o)

Address: ol CHSTUE Cggsm R D
City/State/Zip: ﬁ—_i_ﬂcmo:( Ci- FLSDT

A Gificial Public Comment , 8 b q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluztion Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: d% 3 A Zﬁfg

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-769
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| % tﬂ 5 Postcards from Stephen Vogel, David Simick, and Chris Karlen

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1865-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . P c
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1866-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1867-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam,

Thank You,

Name: N_.-‘/‘Y.CJ !./"Qr\e.f
Addvess: A0 Dt Sk
City/State/Zip: (’}a.‘.zrrn,a[ Ta O-gim

o Official Public Comment , % bu

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienee and seudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You, L
Name: M A o
Address: Ao B ¢o7
City/State/Zip: _Algpa  €a  F¥ys§

Official Public Comment l 8 @ ?
Dear EIS/ETR Feam Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water fow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study thae
produced ll?e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
(4] L_he CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far eno;.;gh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the crosystem.

Thank You,

Name; s /{?z'r‘én/
Address: P E THrokore sk -
City/State/Zip;, Chdradd %) THELT

é/\l N :l
R D3-770
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Comment lg b% Postcards from Judy Gilmore, Virginia B. Sloan, and Judith A. Colglazier

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura! water flow 1868-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by . . e ies.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river, 1869-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisherie
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water 1870-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

e Qg
Name:
Address: i1 N

City/State/Zip: iiOi) C,(_. WS' 5?

Official Public Comment l % b q

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priorily over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Namg: %ML iy& Z“d e
Address: s £ ’ N 4 . ,é/
Ciry/Stare/Zip:,

e, . G RimeT T

Official Public Comment O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study thae
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumprion about the smount of water that could be available for the Gver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ower the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecasysiam,

Thank You, — .
Nameth Jt(c/;"ly[['( J(LZG[&ZIQ/P

Address: PlBod 1025
Citys 3tare/Zip:
T - 028

é/\l N :l
e D3-771
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment ‘7 l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a divarsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available [or the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislatian
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enaugh to
achieve a legelly mandatcd restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: MW”MEE_

Address: I

=,
City/State/Zip: &L}EM& g3lo |

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,

Name: %_MC!HJJJ} Semlclo
Address: NV FER .
City/Stare/Zip: Ll s g . C?S‘D,

Offtcinl Public Comment ' 8 73
Dear EI8/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that cauld be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough to
achievs a legally mandatad restoration of the OSVSIEIL.

Thank You,
Wame:
Address:
City/Srate/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

Postcards from Michael Brundage, Cindy Beraldo, and Constance Crown

1871-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1872-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1873-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Comment ‘ 8 7 q Postcards from Richard A. Sweet, Wm. Ulrich, and Jack W. Weber

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 pereant of the natural water flow

. . ur: P
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and smlc_ly 'lha{tb 1874-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
roduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were Limited by ) ) - ] B
gn assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river 1875-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiltiona_] leglg:la[]on )
learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . “Fisheries.
lcoeii}:eycg\l;;.: Thc;cyferc, the Preferred Altermacive does not go far enough to 1876-1 Please see thematic responses titled

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thaak You, E { ’Q .

Name: ICHEPR A g weaT ™ E 3

Address: 215 /)"f}"ﬁl‘"”ﬁ A/r g : §

City/Stare/Zip: Vevnes, Co : &
43503 i )

Official Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 7 S

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppoert the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wera limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditiona) legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat zo far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIEM,

Thank You,
Name: WM b LR LotA-
Address: P. 0. Bor 2%

City/StateiZip: QJA—{ ¢ CA-. q}o 2%

Qfficial Public Comment | g 7 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
Trom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of walter that could be gvailable For the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver the diversion of ATy water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not £0 far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You. i
Name: /@7/ %"C/
Address:

ress Jack W Weber -—

City/State/Zip: 74 Feliz Dr,
) Oak View, Ca 93022

é/\l v -l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

| 871 S Jr, /! Postcards from Chris Kimotek, John Elkins, and Ray Nunez
Tty Pinoe
( 1877-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1878-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
cose Q\%Jfofo/ o
1879-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

-H\C/ F\@%CHG&
6@49 [QQJ‘&CN T@pnc UQY
QOtangevole. CA, 4L 662

Dear EYS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dees not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narme: R‘Lﬁ\.’ Noiew
Address: Hig M OTbaiws, oo

City/State/Zip: _ REglelim € pe ST o
P
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RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

1380

[ support a diversion of no moré than 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

Official Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1880-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1881-1
1o the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to

achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam. 1882-1
Thank You, — -

Name: M?‘M&MW :

Address: = \

M@M@m .
City/State/Zip: ;Qﬁ LWlei.d  OR RTT20

Official Public Comment , 8 8'

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

30 POTGE o o AT WAkt 1)
il I suppoxt the science and study that
ow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be availablz for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss net go far enough to

achieve a legally mandaged restoration of the ecosystem. 7, /27 5
Thank You,

Name: g 5 fenne | 06T L b
Address: / PAP Lrep Lo

City/State/Zip: _4,345@;14_,1@ P57,
1882

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river